1974 



Slje JfeUr JJark Simess 

TIMES SQUARE NEW YORK N Y 10036 



December 16, 



Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Poute 8 

Frederick, Maryland 21701 

?f ar ® aro -'-^ : ^ ou were very good to send me a copy of "Whitewash 
IV" with that kind inscription, and of course it was very in? e l tin. 
to me . I had already seen the AP story in our pap??-Ie„Jlosed 8 

IS a copy m case you missed it--and some other papers You 
remain persevering and diligent-and still idealiSio Ind angry. 

_, mna , . I'm in a position these days where I'm not 

supposed to get angry or stressed. I had a heart attack last 
year and was out for 13 weeks after 40 years 1 newsnanpr rpnnrf 
in which I don't think I had been out a wJole S iJ total n® 
back on the street again, but with some restrictions. Vguess 
a good deal of my memory went with the heart attack, and t lot 
of my recollections of the Kennedy assassination inquiry with* 

Y ? U k6eP °P eni "S «P interesting angles, but from what ' s 

left of my memory of the case, I still don't see them leading 
us to any new answers. reacting 

of TT q always seemed so likely that Oswald had some kind 

. b. Government attacj^J^i-n view of the way he came hack without 
problems after that Soviet excursion of his, but we could never 
prove it. What you have in the transcript is a pretty stuSil 
statement by Allen Dulles on CIA and FBI policies. Obviously 
any agency tries to protect confidential sources. But if any 
informant goes, sour, that should eliminate any pro tection— as 
* “stance, in a recent story we had about the New York police 
of d onn a n 3 ^++ 1 ? f °* an informant who managed to roll up a total 

sLu?dn*t ll' f c ? lmes ' Th \ re COmes a P° int when any sinner 
shouldn t be forgisren by us humans -- de spi te Christ's iniunction 

to forgive 70 times 7 and more. Certainly any govern^en? agencv 

in S thp t0 remove J he sh i el d if an informant allegedly was involved 
m the assassination of the President. I know that argument 
is countered by the charge that it could have been theodicy 
of some government agency to assassinate Kennedy- -but again 
we never found any proof of that, in any case that had as many 
ramifications as Oswald's, it seems that someone in government^ 

come forward to say that on such and suc^an ooSsion he 

knew of such and such an Oswald government connection--if tnere was 
&ny « 
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2. Mr. Harold Weisberg, Dec. 16, 

Maybe I'm too naive in taking the kindest interpreta- 
tion of some people's actions, and you dp tend to take the 
worst on a lot of people involved in alinus history. I 
can see possibilities in Ford's having transcript available 
to him and Bankin' s first classifying documents during an 
investigation and Bhoads* problems in procedural releases. 

You do have Ford pinned with his statement that he didn t 
use anything outside the 26 volumes. 

But on Ford's changes in his chapter, I don't make 
too much about his changes in words. On transcripts, I've 
seen too many wrong in cases when I was involved to have 
any belief in the absolute perfection of stenographers. On 
his omission of things like Wade's having paid off the head 
of government in Ecuador, that is certainly interesting-- but 
he could argue the disclosure would have been against then 
national diplomatic relations, and the item was not of head-on 
relevance in the Warren commission inquiry. 



I was interested in your report on Bichard Bussell 
he did eventually tell the Atlanta press about his doubts 
on conspiracy. I don't remember if he ever said the co. mission 
tricked him, in that story. He wouldn't talk to us about it. 



You always do a good job in reproducing documents 
for people to make up their own minds. On all those discrepancies 
— the autopsy, etc.— we did tackle a lot over the years, in 
many cases thanks to your efforts. I still think people can 
make sloppy errors honestly, even in a case as awesome as 
the assassination of a President. On small things here I 
frequently get amazed at how sloppy even editors can be— for 
instance, one editor recently asasefcK wrote a completely Haywire 
paragraph into a welfare story of mine recently, changing 
a thought about "recipients 1 ' to "applicants" instead—and 
another editor trying in a house organ to warn against such 
changes described the original ifi XS Hmx error completely wrongly. 

If this occurred in the Kennedy case, lots of people would, 
consider it suspicious, malicious, etc. Plain error, stupidity, 
carelessness — the world is full of it. When you try running 
down stories in a hurry, you. have to make fast judgments on 
conflicting reports— and the resulting m written piece is 
really only a search for truth, in which your judgments may 
have been wrong despite the best of intentions. 



You have quite a line about Nixon getting crime off 
the streets— moving it into the White House. I hope things 
go well with you — happy holidays... 



Sincerely yours, 



Peter Kihss 



